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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This article is on network communication’s security and the authors discusses a number of methods, discuss the performance. Provide adequate diagram for better understand. This document can be a useful addition to the current research in secure network design and encryption technologies since the authors also discuss potential future paths like quantum-resistant encryption and AI-based anomaly detection.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Title is good and appropriate with the manuscript
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract contains “40% improvement in throughput and a 60% reduction in latency during protocol conversion” that they mention is “Abstract” but there is no explanation of this line. Authors should add some more explanation/ update this line. 
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, this manuscript can be a good article, only the authors need to 

add few lines so explain “a 40% improvement in throughput and a 60% reduction in latency during protocol conversion” that they mention is “Abstract”

And update References and in-text reference for all the Diagram and Tables.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	References are following IEEE format – but there is no Order (A~Z)

No use of the references for [1],[2],[3],[4],[5],[6],[7],[8],[9]

Also references IEEE format is not correct, references has NO link/DOI.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Yes
	

	Optional/General comments


	1. Header contains a straight line which is unnecessary

2. In “Abstract” part the author mention “40% improvement in throughput and a 60% reduction in latency during protocol conversion” but further he does not explain how this 40% or 60% improvement or reduction happen.

3. Page 2: Diagram 1, and there is Diagram 1 explanation. But there is no in text mention/reference where he uses this diagram. Also the diagram can be vertically aligned for better understanding
4. Page 3/4: Table 2: there is no in text mention/reference where the author uses this table

5. Page 4: Diagram 2 is not clearly visible

6. Page 4: Diagram 2, and there is Diagram 2 explanation. But there is no in text mention/reference where he uses this diagram.

7. Page 4: Table 3: there is no in text mention/reference where the author uses this table

8. Page 5: Diagram 3, and there is Diagram 3 explanation. But there is no in text mention/reference where he uses this diagram.

9. Page 6: Diagram 4, and there is Diagram 4 explanation. But there is no in text mention/reference where he uses this diagram.

10. There is unnecessary black space before a line. Like in page 2,3 almost all sentences have spaces. All paragraph/document should be aligned (left)
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	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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